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Arms Control Aides Wary of Flvxioiuiy s lamt 


By Walter Pincus 

Washington Post St iff Writer 


Once or twice a week, in the windowless 
situation room of the White House base- 
ment, the men who have become the Rea- 
gan administration’s arms-control brain 
trust huddle around a large 
oblong table to ponder U.S. 
strategy and tactics. It is a 
group dominated by skeptics who generally 
agree that past arms-control agreements 
were gravely flawed, and who share an anx- 
iety about the need to look tough to the So- 
viet Union. 

And it is a group divided by well-masked 
personal animosities. 

As one of the highest councils of govern- 
ment, these men officially form the Special 
Arms Control Policy Group (once known as 
SACPG, pronounced “sack-pig,” it is now 
SAC-G, or “sack-gee”). 

Although the men of SAC-G are theoret- 
ical equals in shaping U.S. policy, some are 
more equal than others. Some, in fact, de- 
spite positions of prominence in the govern- 
ment, wield little influence and are funda- 
mentally figureheads. And as with sensitive 
groups such as this in all administrations, 
the members closest to the president are 

the most powerful. It is in SAC-G that the 
rifts within the administration on the future 
of arms control should be most vigorously 
evident. 

But in this group, devoid of any enthusi- 
astic arms-control zealots, even the suspi- 
cion of flexibility in bargaining with the So- 
viets can taint a viceroy’s standing among 
SAC-G’s most rigid hard-liners, according 
to some officials. | 

******** 

Overhanging the Reagan admin- 
istrations deliberations on arms 
control is a new element introduced 
2 l /2 years ago when the president 
unveiled his Strategic Defense Ini- 
tiative, the so-called “Star Wars” 
research program to try to find a 
way to destroy incoming nuclear 
missiles. Preserving Reagan’s SDI 
dream of a technological Astrodome 
over the western world has become 
an acid test for loyalty within the 
administration. 


“There’s quite a taboo to be seen 
tcTbe sympathetic toward any"aF- ' 
rangement that might circumvent 
o r subvert the president’s idea of an 
1SDH shield,” one recently retired 
official said. “The taboo doesn’t in- 
hibit a lot of intelligent research and 
discussion within agencies. But it 
does inhibit a purposeful interagen- ' 

cy discussion even on a transition 
[from the current dependency on 
offensive weapons to a strategy oT 
both offense and defense!'.” 

Given the sanctity of SDI, it may 
be understandable that one senior 
Defense Department official likens 
himself and his Pentagon colleagues 
to “Horatius at the bridge,” battling 
others who want to “sell out” Rea- 
gan’s dream. 

******* 

* The Central Intelligence Agency 
representative at SAC-G recently 
hat; been assistant director Clare 
Georgey according to one source. 
George Usually limits himself to 
techn ical ana lyses,,;/ Jeaving policy 
^gumeftts ^d G0vDirector William 
J. Casey" ^hol Ukes hts views di- 
rectly to Reagan/ as tides Weinber- 
ger. 

When- t .hey in Washington, 
<r t§e three ambassadors • fcft . the Ge- 
.. take\pa#t in the SAC-G 

Max .M. Kam- 
Democrat and 
n G. Tower, 
of the Senate 
A¥mea -Ser-Vi&s Committee, and 
|^^|^nard-W • Glitman, a career For- 
^fgn®erx4ce;pfficer who has served 
- " in the Pentagon and as a Nitze dep- 
^^|Ji|^q^|^said the trid is not par- 
^•^ii^m^^^ential in making pol- 
y^j^pN^h^Kampelman and Tow- 
f er thowi^gfeat prowess on Capitol 
" Hill jcJefeqding the policy. 

;.v: ,r Tne siirprise to arms-control ex- 
pertsVKa^ bdpn -Tower, who report- 
edly pushed the strategic arms dis- 
cussion^. f$rwto4 SwNfe cultivating 
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v an easy, diplomatic rapport with the 
Soviets. - 

The product of the SAC-G delib- 
erations, either new positions x?r 
instructions to the negotiators, 
goes to the National Security Coua- 
cil. In practice, however, final policy 
choices are usually made in a con- 
clave of Weinberger, Shultz, Casey 
and McFarlane with Reagan . 

But this group seems in no hurry. 
They are waiting for the Soviet 
Union to make the first bold step 
away from the current superpower 
stalemate. 

Recent events have been reveal- 
ing. Earlier this month several of 
Reagan’s key aides, including mem- 
bers of SAC-G, were hinting at pos- 
sible flexibility on the question of 
trading restrictions on SDI for sub- 
stantial reductions of offensive 
forces. But in his news conference 
Tuesday night, Reagan ruled out 
such a bargain. 

The next morning, however, 
some of the same individuals who 
had suggested Reagan’s flexibility 
were insisting that the president’s 
statements were not final, but rath- 
er a bargaining strategy to up the 
ante on SDI. At the Pentagon, on 
- the other hand, there was consid- 
erable enthusiasm for the presi- 
dent’s declarations. 

It was not the first time that the 
Pentagon had the last word, and the 
last laugh — something that could 
happen again before the November 
summit. 

Last July, when Reagan decided 
to adhere for the time being to the 
unratified SALT II arms-control 
agreement by dismantling a Po- 
seidon submarine, making room 
under the SALT II limits for a new 
Trident sub, the Pentagon was as- 
signed to do a new study of Soviet 
treaty violations and the military 
responses that should be taken by 
the United States. 
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Perle controls the study, and it 
has taken on a broader scope. 
Perle’s analysis will provide a Pen- 
i tagon view of the nuclear balance 

and the projected threat of Soviet 
strategic offensive arid defensive 
programs. These will be measured 
against presently planned O S. mil- 
Jtary programs. Perte. ahd hig col- 
leagues will propose what tffey ton* 
s !aer appropriate responses to m^et 
; the, Soviet threat. -* - ' 

the RS^P'sf^;# 
responses to Soviet violates pdh 
icy ; it will he ready before theorig- 
i nal ^. 9 v. 15 due date. ; and tffcis Well 
before the Noir. 19-20 fte«gari-6br- 
bachev meeting, so it caribe' piit 
Into the pre-sumrrtft mix;” a's * vrii 
P^itagohoff itiaf puti t: ; r 
The report’s sharp attack on So- 
j Viet 1 policies and calls for new U S: 

: weaponry “will be the perfect seritf- 
i °fC for Reagan, the Pentagon of- 
ficial said. For State Department 
officials who want the pre-summit 
days to emphasize possible im- 
provement in superpower relations, 
he added, “The study will be like a 

(obscenity] in the punchbowl." 
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